Here it comes again: The 
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: WASHINGTON - One problem of 

being in the newspaper business for 
more than a couple of years is to 
; find out that your grandmother was 
right — there is nothing new under 
the sun. 

Stories have a way of doubling 
back on you, and sometimes you go 
to the files to find that you yourself 
have written on the identical subject. 
To some, it is a depressing experi- 
ence, a warning that they have been 
around too long. I never get the mes- 
, sage. 

Some of the topics come to mind 
easily — nursing-home scandals, for 
*■ instance, or exposes of mental hos- 
pitals and waste in the Defense De- 
partment. Like death and taxes, 
those stories are inevitable. 

There is a new category on the 
list and that is the controversy con- 


Media 


cerning the assassination of John F. 
Kennedy. At the moment, there is a 
newly formed House panel investi- 
gating that assassination and the 
killing of the Rev. Dr. Martin Luther 
King Jr., hoping to end once and for 
all the lingering and quite reason- 
able doubts that a thorough investi- 
gation was conducted the first time 
around. There is every reason to 
believe, though, that this too will 
become one of those stories that 
come back over and over again, 
never satisfying the critics. 

For instance, the Gallup Poll re- 
ports that 80 percent of the American 
people do not believe that Lee Har- 
vey Oswald acted alone in killing 
Kennedy. The most commonly sus- 


pected co-conspirators, Gailup telis 
us, are the Mafia, the CIA and Com- 
munists. This threesome can , be 
blamed for anything with impunity. 
They almost never talk back and 
when they do they almost never tell 
the truth. 

This is about the third time around 
for the assassination controversy for 
me, and while I’ve grown more cyni- 
cal in the interim, I still somehow 
cling to the idea that there is less 
here than meets the eye. But what 
bothers me is that I have such a 
poor record at these sorts of things— 
that I tend to combine history with 
logic when looking for answers, and 
these two disciplines have recently 
served me very poorly. 

Watergate is probably the prime 
example. The more you knew about 
the so-called system, the more you 
had to accept Ron Ziegler’s state- 
ment that Watergate was nothing 
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more than a third-rate burglary. To 
accept some early theories was to 
accept the fact that agents of a presi- 
dent who was about to win a land- 
slide victory bugged the offices of 
the opposition for no apparent rea- 
son. Neither logic nor history helps 
explain that one. 

What 'bothers me even more is that 
some of the same people who were 
in the vanguard about Watergate and 
Vietnam were also in the vanguard 
of calling for a new investigation into 
the Kennedy assassination. You can 
not dismiss people with that kind of 
record. 

So I come down to thinking that 
the new investigation is probably a 
good thing, that at the very least it 
will do no harm. But I also have 
to remember that we have been this 
way before and that the answer (for 
want of a better word) probably is 
lost forever. 


The first time I came up against 
doubts about the Warren Commission 
report was when I went to hear a 
lecture by Mark Lane, an early critic 
of the report. Lane can do wonders 
with a blackboard. By the time he 
put down his chalk, bullets had come 
from the wrong direction, people 
■ were falling frontward instead of 
backward, there were abundant eye- 
witnesses all contradicting themislves 
and those all-important echoes were 
coming from the wrong places. I was 
impressed, if not sold. 

Lane then took questions from the 
audience. He was loaded for bear, 
probably the only person in the room 
who had ever read the Warren Com- 
mission report. He hit every question 
out of the park, implicating, as I re- 
member it, the CM, the FBI, the 
Secret Services and even Life maga- 
zine in what seemed to be a grand 
conspiracy to withhold the truth from 


■ American people. It nearly took 
your breath away. 

Then a man in the audience stood 
and said he had a question. As I re- 
member him he was a small old man, 
and he spoke with just the trace of 
a Yiddish accent. He repeated what 
Lane had said, mentioning the names 
of the government agencies, and then 
paused. His question went something 
like this. How come they let vou 
talk?” 7 * 

For a moment, there was silence 
and then the audience broke up. The 
little man sat down without waiting 
for his answer and I don’t remember 
if he ever got one. It’s unimportant. 
The question was the answer. 

I thought of that old man the other 
day while I was reading about the' 
finding of the Gallup Poll and I had 
a question for him. 

Where are you now that we need 
you? 



